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LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 





ESTABLISHED 1836. 





FUNDS 

INCOME 
YEARLY BUSINESS - 
BUSINESS IN FORCE 


£ 3,000,000 
£ 390,000 
%1,000,000 
£ 11,700,000 





SHE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
Wrrnovr Prorrrs. 
The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderaie. 
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30 | 116%] 40 | £210%, 
£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 


According to last results. 
Valuation at 2} p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 





Duration 
Amount of Policy 


| l0yrs. | 20 yrs. | 30 yrs. 


£1,199 | £1,488 | £1,724 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 

Tre orpeR of the business in the Vacation Oourt on 
Wednesday was altered by entering matters of which notice 
had been given for that day at the inning of the list, and 
postponing to the latter part those which had stood over from 
previous weeks. The business of the day presented no features 
of special interest, and the list was quickly disposed of. 

Tue ENTERING of motions in a list for the purpose of the 
Vacation Court serves to bring into relief the a ity of the 
unbusinesslike arrangements which characterize motion days in 
the courts of the Chancery Division during the sittings, The 
vacation business is despatched rapidly and methodically, and 
confusion in the court is avoided. Yet no sooner do the regular 
sittings begin than the same class of business is transacted 
without any intimation to suitors of the order in which their 
cases will be taken, and without any notification of the amount 
of business the court has to transact. In some respects the 
Chancery Division has advantages, but it does not shew well in 
the arrangement of this class of business, and the intervention 
of some external and disinterested authority is urgently needed. 








THE RECENT decision of the House of Lords in the Zaf’ Vale 
Railway case (ante, p. 690) has been the subject of keen dis- 
cussion this week at the Trade Union Oongress at Swansea. 
The case of Lyons v. Wilkins, which was twice before the - Court 
of Appeal (45 W.R. 19, 47 W. R. 291), had already established, 
so far as that tribunal is concerned, that picketing, though 
accompanied by no more than peaceable persuasion, is unlaw- 
ful under section 7 of the Conspiracy and Protection of Property 
Act, 1875, and can be made the subject of civil proceedings. An 
injunction was accordingly ted in that case against 
members and officials of a e union. The decision in the 
Yaff Vale case, under which a trade union, though an unincor- 
porated association, is liable to be sued, and under which also 
the property of the trade union can be made liable to compensate 
persons injured by torts committed under the authority of 
the union, has given an enormously extended importance to 
Lyons v. Wilkins. Conduct such as was objected to in that case 
can not only be made the ground of an injunction against the 
trade union, but can be alleged in support of a claim to 
damages. The unions regret now that Lyons v. Wilkins was 
allowed to pass without further appeal, and it has been resolved 
to supply the omission by taking a test case to the House of 
Lords to ascertain how far picketing may be carried on without 
infringing the law and rendering the funds of the societies 
liable for damages. Each society also is recommended so to 
amend its rules that, as far as possible, protection may be obtained 
against some of the consequences of the decision in the Zaf' Vale 
case. Perhaps by this it ismeant thatthe funds of the unions applic- 
able to provident and benevolent purposes should be specifically 
set apart for such purposes, though whether they could be 
effectually saved from the results of the House of Lords’ decision 
we are not prepared to say. It seems rather hopeless, however, 
having re to the Zaf Vale case and the still more recent 
decision of the House of Lords in Quinn v. Leathem (see ante, p. 
718), to expect that any advantage to the unions will result 
from a further discussion of the question of picketing. If the 
law, as it has recently been expounded, bears hardly upon the 
unions, the natural course is to seek legislative interference. 


We print elsewhere a letter which raises an interesting 
point as to the proper mode of dealing with restrictive covenants 
upon the registration of land with a title and upon 
subsequent dealings with the land by registered transfers. 
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Rule 18 of the Land Transfer Rules, 1898, says that it shall not 
be n to state in the application for registration with a 
possessory title whether the property is subject to any, or, if any, 
what incumbrances, conditions, or other burdens. If, however, 
any statement as to such matters is made therein, they are to be 
referred to in the charges register. And rule 11 of the Fee 
Order, 1898, provides that ‘‘the fee for every entry of and in 
res of a caution, inhibition or restriction, condition, note or 
notice of any kind, shall not be payable when such entry is made 
on the first registration of land, or on any registration for which an 
advaloremtee is payable.” If, therefore, it isdesired, upon register- 
ing land with a possessory title, to place upon the register notice 
of restrictive covenants, the proper way is to state in the 
application for registration that the land is subject to the 
covenants, and then a reference to the covenants will be made 
without special fee in the charges register, and will be 
incorporated in the land certificate. In the case mentioned by 
our correspondent this appears not to have been done, and we 
gather that when his client purchased from the first registered 
proprietor there was no reference to the covenants on the register 
or on the land certificate. Under these circumstances the 
officials struck the reference to the covenants out of the draft 
instrument of transfer, and they claim that a further fee will be 
payable if notice of the covenants is put on the certificate. 





Provision FoR annexing to registered land, whether on first 
registration or on a transfer to a purchaser for valuable 
consideration, conditions running with the land is made by 
section 84 of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, and by the Act of 
1897 the section was extended to any restrictive condition 
capable of affecting assigns by way of notice. There seems to 
be no reason why a transferee of registered land who wishes 
to place upon the register existing restrictive covenants which 
were omitted upon first registration should not take advantage 


of this provision. The instrument of transfer would 
be im accordance with Form 36 in the first schedule 
to the Land Transfer Rules, and it would state the 


covenants, Since an ad valorem fee is payable on the 
transfer the officials would be bound to place a reference to 
the covenants on the charges register without special fee, and 
they would thus appear upon the new land certificate. It does 
not seem, however, that a covenant by the transferee to observe 
the covenants could be inserted in the transfer—rule 86, which 
gives power to add covenants of idemnity to transfers, 
applies only to covenants to pay money—and this, if 
required by the transferor, must be contained in a separate 
instrument. And so far as the purchaser is concerned, it is 
not apparent why he should desire to put upon the register 
covenants which were omitted on the first registration. He 
knows of the existence of the covenants from his examination 
of the earlier title, and therefore he is bound by them just as he 
would be if express notice was on the register. But when forty 
years have elapsed no examination of the earlier title will be 
required, and the land will be free from the covenants unless the 
person entitled to the benefit of them has chosen to protect 
himself by entering a caution, The difficulty is where a 
purchaser has agreed to take less than a forty years’ title. He 
may then be affected with notice of covenants which he does not 
discover on investigation of the title. This, however, is a danger 
which is incident to accepting a short title, and it may well 
occur also in dealings with unregistered land in consequence of 
the reference to the covenants being omitted in an intermediate 
conveyance. Upon the whole there seems to be no reason why 
@ purchaser of registered land who finds, from his investigation 
of the title prior to first registration, that there are restrictive 
covenants should assist in keeping the covenants alive by 
Placing notice of them on the register. If this is to be done it 
should be done at the time of first registration. 





THE RECENT judgment of the House of Lords in Jacobs v. Booth’s 
Distillery Co., as yet unreported, is a decision of the very highest 
importance, effecting, as it does, something like a Acne in 
the practice under order 14. How important any such decision 
is bound to be is brought vividly home to the practitioner by a 
glance at the recent volume of judicial statistics compiled by 








Master Macponzt, when it is found that no less than one-third 
of the moneys recovered in the High Oourt are recovered under 
that order. Upon applications for summary judgment 4 
practice had gradually grown up during recent years of 
exercising the discretion as to imposing terms conferred by rule 
6 of order 14 in such a way as to force the defendant in sub- 
stance to purchase his right to defend. If the facts alleged in 
defence have constituted an improbable story, or a story which 
in the face of the facts alleged by the plaintiff it is difficult to 
believe, or if there has been any element of suspicion attachin, 
to the defence, it has been the custom to impose terms, an 
very often terms which the defendant could not possibly comply 
with. Such an order amounts practically to judgment for the 
plaintiff. In fact it has been the habit to consider, not whether 
the facts alleged, if proved, constitute a good defence, but 
whether it is probable that the defendant will succeed. In 
Booth’s case the defendant’s ~~ he had been assured by 
the plaintiff’s solicitors that his signing certain promissory 
notes was only a matter of form and that he incurred no 
liability, was certainly very strange. So he was only 
given leave to defend on terms of paying the whole sum 
into court. This was the same in result as if the plaintiff 
had been given leave tosign judgment. But the House of Lords 
have now expressly disapproved of this mode of exercising the 
discretion conferred by rule 6. They have held that a defen- 
dant is entitled to unconditional leave to defend where the facts 
he alleges, if proved, will amount to a good defence. To put itin 
another way, the defendant cannot be put on terms unless, 
assuming all the facts in his favour, they do not constitute a 
good defence in law to the plaintiff’s claim. It is obvious that 
it is not very difficult as a rule to allege facts which, if proved, 
will constitute a good defence to an action, and this decision is 
likely considerably to impair the efficacy of order 14 as a speedy 
mode of obtaining summary judgment. 





AN INTERESTING point as to the effect of failure to re-register 
a bill of sale was decided by the Court of Appeal in Antoniada 
v. Smith (49 W. RB. 693). The defendant in 1893, by an 
absolute bill of sale, assigned the furniture in the house in 
which he resided, and of which he was tenant, to his mother-in- 
law, Mrs. Metxanp, who also resided in the same house. The 
bill of sale was duly registered, but the registration was 
not renewed at the end of five years in accordance with 
section 11 of the Bills of Sale Act, 1878. In 1900 Mrs. Mzriawp 
gave a bill of sale on the furniture to H. W. Sars, to secure 
an advance, and this bill of sale was duly registered. Subse- 
quently the furniture, which had remained all the time in the 
same house where the defendant and Mrs. Mexrianp had 
continued to reside, was seized in execution under 4 
judgment recovered by Awnronzapa, the plaintiff, against the 
defendant. H. W. Sars claimed it under his bill of sale, and 
an interpleader issue was directed to try the question as between 
Anton1apa and H. W. Saurrn. Prima facie the title of the latter 
was good, but it was objected that Mrs. Merzanp had 4 
defective title at the time of her grant of the bill d 
sale to H. W. Smirn, inasmuch as the bill of sale t 
herself was then liable to become, and did afterwards 
become, void for lack of re-registration. ‘The validity d 
the objection depends upon the effect of sections 8 and 11 of the 
Bills of Sale Act, 1878. The former section provides that a bill 
of sale must (inter alia) be registered, otherwise it is to & 
deemed fraudulent and void as against a trustee in bankrupt] 
or an execution creditor; and section 11 requires renewal of 
registration every five years, or in default the registrati 
becomes void. The five years had elapsed in 1898, bil 
the avoidance of the bill of sale for want of @ 
registration was by no means absglute as it woul 
have been in the case of a mortgage bill of sale unde 
the Act of 1882. The registration was void under section ll, 
but section 8 does not require registration for all purposes, 
only to support the bill of sale as against trustees # 
bankruptcy and execution creditors. For other purpo# 
the bill of sale is good. Now in 1898 there was # 
trustee in bankruptcy or execution creditor in existen# 
to invalidate the bill of sale. Hence, as the Cow 
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of Appeal held, affirming the judgments of the Divisional 
Court and of the county court judge, the absolute bill of sale 
was a valid subsisting document of title, and Mrs. Meruanp 
was able under it to make an effectual grant of the second bill 
of sale— the mortgage bill of sale to H. W. Smrru. In accord- 
ance with Cookson v. Swire (33 W. R. 181, 9 App. Cas. 653), the 
title which was thus well created in H. W. Sura did not 
become defective subsequently because events transpired which 
would have invalidated the bill of sale under which he derived 
title. It was enough for him that Mrs. Metuanp was entitled 
to make a grant at the time when she executed the bill of sale 
in his favour. The claim of the bill of sale holder accordingly 
prevailed. 








THE PLACE OF RESIDENCE IS NOT NECESSARILY 
THE PLACE OF DOMICIL. 


Tue rules of law regulating domicil in the United Kingdom 
are crystallized. They may be thus stated: (1) Every person 
acquires a domicil of origin at his or her birth; but the place 
of a person’s birth is not necessarily the domicil of origin, 
because the domicil of origin of a legitimate child is that of the 
father at the date of the birth, and of an illegitimate child that 
of the mother ; (2) a fresh domicil may be acquired by the act 
of the party ; this is termed a ‘‘domicil of choice,” because it 
is acquired by the party intentionally abandoning his domicil of 
origin and adopting a new place of residence permanently or for 
an indefinite —_— (see King v. Foxwell, 3 Ch. D, 518, and 
Loustalan v. Loustalan, 1900, P., at p. 281); (8) if a party 
abandons the domicil of choice, the Jomicil of origin reverts 
unless and until a new domicil of choice is acquired; (4) the 
burden of proving a change of domicil is on those who assert 
it; (5) @ party’s place or chief place of residence is not 
necessarily his domicil. But the application of these rules to 
given sets of facts is seldom, if ever, easy, as is shewn by 
the length of time which cases involving questions of domicil 
generally take. 
The latest case on the subject is that recently decided in 
Scotland relative to the property of the late Sir Wri 
OuntirrE Brooxs. In this case the complication was caused 
mainly by the fact that Sir W. Cuntrrrz Brooxs had a 
residence, and admittedly his chief residence, in Scotland; but 
he also had a residence, or rather two residences, in England. 
The legal proceedings were taken by his widow as pursuer 
against his trustees as defenders to obtain a declaration that he 
was at the time of his death a domiciled Scotchman, and that she 
was entitled to jus relicte. Sir W. Cuntirrz Brooxs’ domicil 
of origin was admittedly English. He carried on to the time of 
his death a private banking business in England, in which he 
was chief partner. He had extensive landed estates in England 
of which he controlled the management. He was a Member of 
Parliament for an English constituency down to 1892. Finally, 
he had two residences in England, one in London and one near 
his estates, in both of which he resided for parts of the year, 
but only for Parliamentary and business purposes. What was 
mainly relied upon to prove his Scotch domicil was that from 
1869 downwards his chief place of residence was at Glen Tana 
in Scotland. In 1871 he took a lease of this estate, and in 1891 
he purchased it, In 1888 he purchased Aboyne Castle (but 
for family reasons), and in 1897 he p the adjoining 
Farrar Estate. He spent enormous sums of money upon 
or in connection with Glen Tana, to which place he was 
admittedly extremely attached. He died there in 1900, and 
in accordance with directions in his will he was buried there. 
Glen Tana was in every sense his home ; but was that enough 
to make it/under the circumstances his domicil? The main 
contention on behalf of the widow seems to have been that 
since the cases of Bell v. Kennedy (L. R. 7 H. L. Sc. 307) and 
Uiny vy. Udny (L. R. 7 H, L, Se. 441) it wasno longer necessary 
to the acquisition of a new domicil that the party intended to 
abandon his old domicil, but that residence for a sufficient 
period animo remanendi was all that was required and was 
conclusive. Lord Low, before whom the case under notice came, 
said that if that view of the law was sound it would be difficult 
to resist the conclusion that Sir W. Cuntirre Brooxs had 
acquired a Scotch domicil; but Lord Low did not consider it 


sound, and he laid down that “it was necessary in such circum- 
stances as those with which he was dealing to prove, not only 
that he took up his residence in the country in which he was 
alleged to have acquired a domicil as his sole or chief residence 
with an intended intention of continuing that residence, but 
also that it was his intention to — a domicil there and 
abandon his domicil of origin.” Applying that rule to the facts 
of the case, Lord Low held that he could come to no other 
conclusion than that Sir W. Cunzirrz Brooxs never intended to 
relinquish, and did not in fact relinquish, his status as a 
domiciled Englishman, and on the ground that he had never 
lost his English domicil he gave judgment for the defenders. 








RESCISSION OF RECEIVING ORDERS AND ANNUL- 
MENT OF ADJUDICATIONS. 


Tnerz is no doubt that considerable uncertainty exists in the 
minds of practitioners as to the nature of the applications to 
rescind a receiving order or to annul an adjudication, and as to 
the grounds upon which such applications should be made, 
and the principles which the Court of Bankruptcy will apply 
when dealing with them. The reasons for this uncertainty are 
not far to seek. It arises in the first place from the fact tbat 
there is no express enactment in the Bankruptcy Acts which 
directly deals with rescission of receiving orders, although there 
are express provisions governing the annulment of an adjudica- 
tion; and in the second place from the fact that the decisions 
relating to rescission of receiving orders and annulment of 
adjudications do not clearly distinguish between the two 
different applications, and while in some of them the two 
applications have been treated as if the same — governed 
both, in others it has been definitely laid down that they are 
essentially different in their character. 

Upon analyzing the — applicable to the one and to 
the other it will be found, it is submitted, that while there are 
certain principles common to them both, there are also certain 
principles peculiar to each, arising out of the fact that the 

urisdiction to rescind a receiving order is general, while the 
jurisdiction to annul an adjudication is grounded upon a special 
enactment. : 

Considering the question at first a from authority, and 
merely upon the provisions of the B uptey Acts, it is found 
that the Act of 1883 contains no express provision as to rescission 
of a receiving order, and recourse must therefore be had to the 
general jurisdiction conferred on the court by section 10% to 
“‘ review, rescind, or vary any order made by it under its bank- 
ruptcy jurisdiction.” That this section applies to the resvission 
of a receiving order was recognized as early as 1884 in Ze 
Ward (35 W. R. 140), and has been unquestioned ever since 
Re Izod (1898, 46 W. R. 304). It will be observed that the 
discretion conferred by this section is a general discretion, not 
limited to any special grounds. Turning now to the sections 
dealing with an annulment of an adjudication, section 35 of the 
Act of 1883 provides that the court may annul an adjudication 
if (1) in the opinion of the court the debtor ought not to have 
been adjudged bankrupt; (2) if the debts are paid in fall. 
Here, then, the discretion to annul is, on the face of it, limited 
to the two grounds specified in the section. It is interesting 
and not unimportant in this connection to remember that under 
the Bankruptcy Act of 1869 the jurisdiction to annul was genera! 
(Ex parte Ashworth, 22 W. B. 925), just as it is now in the case 
of the rescission of a receiving order. eG 

Now it often happens, sometimes before adjudication, and 
sometimes after, that the debtor enters into negotiations with 
his creditors for a composition or scheme of arrangement. If 
the composition or scheme precedes adjudication, and follows 
the statutory course prescribed by section 3 of the Act of 1890, 
the court will discharge the receiving order. If it follows 
adjudication, and pursues the statutory course laid down by 
section 23 of the Act of 1883 in such cases, the court may 
annul the adjudication. es . 

But apart from these statutory ways of getting rid of a receiv- 
ing order, the important question arises whether the general 
discretion conferr 


by section 104 is wide enough to enable it 





class of arrangement out- 


to sanction another and more informal 
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side the Bankruptcy Acts altogether, and thereupon to rescind 
the receiving order ; or, to put the question in a more concrete 
form, Ought the discretion to rescind a receiving order to 
be confined to the grounds upon which an adjudication will 
be annulled under section 35? For a considerable time the 
trend of judicial opinion was decidedly in the direction of such a 
limitation. In Re Hester (6 Morrell 85) Cuanrzs, J., expressly 
stated that the court ought to act upon the same considerations, 
when dealing with both applications, although it is noticeable 
that the Court of Appeal did not affirm his decision on that 
mg and in Re Dennis (44 W.R. 170) Vavenan WItiams, 

. said, ‘‘In my judgment I ought to deal with the annul- 
ment of a receiving order upon exactly the same basis that 
I should deal with the annulment of an order of adjudica- 
tion.” But on the other hand in Lx parte Dixon and Cardus 
(37 W. R.79) the general nature of the discretion was recog- 
nized, and has since been directly affirmed in Re Izod (46 
W. R. 304). In that case an arrangement had been made by 
the debtor with his creditors by which they received 10s. in the 
— from his father and executed assignments of their debts. 

e debtor immediately after his preliminary examination 
applied for rescission of the receiving order. On the appeal by 
the Board of Trade against the registrar’s order rescinding the 
receiving order the question whether the general discretion 
under section 104 was limited by the provision as to schemes 
in section 3 of the Act of 1890, or was restricted to the same 
grounds as on an application to annul an adjudication, was 
expressly dealt with and repudiated by the Court of eee 
(Riasy, L.J., dissenting). It is therefore perfectly possible for 
a debtor to get the receiving order rescinded without submitting 
@ scheme or undergoing his public examination, and without 
paying his debts in full. But the court will look very jealously 
at any such scheme. 

Turning now to the provisions of section 35 relating to the 
annulment of an adjudication, it is quite clear that there is no 
jurisdiction to annul an adjudication except upon one of the 
two grounds there specified, and even if one or the other of 
them is fulfilled there is still a discretion as to making the order. 
Some misapprehension appears to exist as to the meaning of 
ap of debts in full. It is a very common thing for a 
riend or relation of the debtor to buy up the bankrupt’s debts 
gy d at a discount, and assign them over to the bankrupt. 

Re Burnett (42 W. R. 368) the court refused to treat such an 
arrangement as a payment in full. In a very recent case, where 
the bankrupt’s father bought the largest debt for ten shillings 
in the pound and paid all the other debts in full, and, having 
taken assignments, gave absolute releases to his son, the court 
declined to treat the case on the footing that the debts had been 
paid in full. It looks, therefore, as if the court would not be 
satisfied in these cases except by actual paymentof twenty shillings 
in the pound, and that none of the arrangements so commonly 
proposed by which debts may be bought up and paid off ata 
discount will avail the bankrupt. 

But, although the discretion which the court can exercise in 
the case of the rescission of a receiving order is far wider than 
that which it can exercise on an application to annul the adjudi- 
cation, still the principles as distinguished from the grounds 
upon which the discretion ought to be exercised are the same in 
each case. These common principles have been the subject of 
discussion in numerous cases. They are based mainly on what 
may be broadly stated as grounds of public policy. It will be 
convenient to deal with them under separate heads. 


Consent of creditors.—Although all the creditors assent it does 
not follow that a receiving order will be rescinded: Re Wemyss 
(32 W. R. 1002), The court will, if it thinks necessary, pro- 
tect creditors against their own folly, and will, moreover, have 
regard to the interests of any future creditors whom a man may 
have if he gets out of the control of the court: Re Hester (6 
Morrell 85). Events in some recent notable bankruptcies have 
shewn that it is by no means unnecessary to protect creditors 
against the persuasive eloquence of plausible, smooth- 
tongued bankrupts. On the other hand the absence 
of consent of the creditors would probably be fatal 


to the success of an application to rescind a receiving order 
or annul an adjudication. 


cission under section 104, and annulment under section 35, 
the fact that the debts have been paid in full is not 
conclusive on the question whether the court shall make the 
order asked for. In both cases the court will consider all the 
circumstances connected with the bankruptcy, and whether it is 
in the interests of commercial morality to set the debtor free: 
Re Gyli (37 W. R. 164). Ina very ‘recent case, Re Taylor (49 
W. R. 510), the court refused to annul the adjudication, although 
all debts had been paid in full, because the debtor had been 
guilty of concealing assets from the official receiver. 

Abuse of process of the court.—A receiving order will be rescinded 
or an adjudication annulled in any casein which the procedure of 
the court has been invoked in order to enable the debtor to gain 
some indirect advantage, and not for the legitimate purposes of 
bankruptcy law. In such a case the adjudication can be 
annulled because within the words of section 35 it ‘“‘ ought never 
to have been made.” So where a debtor adopted a scheme by 
which he kept incurring debts, and then presenting his petition 
to avoid a committal order, the court rescinded the receiving 
order : Re Betts (49 W. R. 447). 

The above are some of the considerations which move the 
court upon applications of this kind. It is clear that no scheme 
however ingenious which has for its object the getting rid of 
bankruptcy proceedings has any chance of success unless it can 
stand the somewhat severe tests outlined above. At the same 
time there is considerably more latitude allowed to the debtor 
upon an application to rescind a receiving order than upon an 
application to annul an adjudication. It behoves debtors, 
therefore, if they have any chance of making an arrangement 
with their creditors, to set it in motion as soon as possible before 
adjudication takes place. 








REVIEWS. 
PROBATE PRACTICE. 


CootTrE’s ComMMON FoRM PRACTICE AND TRISTRAM’S CONTENTIOUS 
PRACTICE IN THE HiGH CouRT OF JUSTICE IN GRANTING PROBATES 
AND ADMINISTRATIONS. THIRTEENTH EDITION. By THomas 
HvurTcHinson TRisTRAM, K.O., D.C.L. THe Common Forw 
PORTION revised by HENRY A. JENNER, District Probate Registrar 
at Chester. Butterworth & Co. 


We regret that this new edition of the well-known work dealing 
with both common form and contentious practice should not 
have been earlier noticed. It contains a satisfactory treatise 
on the law and full appendices of statutes, rules, and forms, 
The index might perhaps with advantage be expanded. We subjoin 
a few comments in detail, with the proviso that in general we 
have found the treatise both full and correct. At p. 468 there is 
an unfortunate misprint of ‘‘ admissible” for ‘ inadmissible,” the 
decision being correctly stated at p. 421. The case in question 
(Atkinson v. Morris) might with advantage have been referred to 
(with Sugden v. Lord St. Leonards) at p. 118, note (d), as also Lord 
Herscheli’s judgment in Woodward v. Goulstone (35 W. R. 337, 11 
App. Cas. 469). At p. 122, note (n), dealing with the position of an 
attorney administrator, the editors rightly disregard the case of De la 
Viesca v. Lubbock (10 Sim. 629), which was not followed by Cozens- 
Hardy, J., in the recent case of Re Rendell (49 W.R.131; 1901, 1 Ch. 230), 
At p. 40, in speaking of the general probate granted to a married 
woman’s executor, we miss a reference to the beneficial interest of the 
husband, which is not interfered with: see Smart v. Tranter (38 
W. R. 530, 43 Ch. D. 587), At p. 413, as to Lord Kingsdown’s 
Act, and the validity of wills of British subjects made abroad, 
the case of Re Kirwan’s Trusts (32 W. R. 581, 25 Ch. D. 373) 
should have been noticed, where Kay, L.J., held such a will, 
made without witnesses, not to be an effectual exercise of 4 
power which expressly required an attested will. This has been 
lately followed by Byrue, J., in Barretto v. Young (1900, 2 Ch. 339), 
The cases of D’Huart v. Harkness (18 W. R 513, 34 Beav. 324) and 
Re Price (48 W. R. 378; 1900, 1 Ch. 442) have decided such wills to 
be good under testamentary powers not expressly requiring particular 
formalities, notwithstanding section 10 of the Wills Act. The con- 
verse case of a will of a foreigner domiciled abroad being, though 
otherwise void, sufficient to execute a power, is referred to very 
briefly at p. 142 of the treatise, where the case of —— v. Huber 
(1896, P. 209) might have been cited. 
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Payment of debts in full—Alike when applying for res- 





Lord Halsbury completed his seventy-sixth year ou ‘Tuesday. 
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REGISTRATION OF TITLE AND RESTRICTIVE COVENANTS. — 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


practice as a solicitor in Australia. After representing Canterbury, 
South Wales, in the Legislative Assembly for about five years, 

was a member of the Upper House for about sixteen years. An able 
peaker, he made a strong effort shortly before coming to England 


. ‘ » ‘ . | 8 
Sir,—May I point out a peril to which the practice of the Land |in the New south Wales Parliament to get the colony to adopt 


Registry gives rise. 
A, prior to the coming into force of the Act conveys land to B. 


subject to restrictive covenants. 

After the Act comes into force B. conveys to C., who of course 
covenants to observe the covenants contained in the conveyance to B., 
but on carrying in his deed for registration the registrar makes no 
entry on the register of the restrictive coven»nts, use they are 
contained in a deed prior to registration, though the registered deed 
gives notice of their existence. 

A client of mine recently purchased from C., and in the instrument 
of transfer as prepared a reference was made to the covenants, but 
the registrar struck it out, and on my receiving the new land 
certificate I find no mention made of them. 

On my calling the attention of the registry officials to this, they 
say that it is quite unnecessary, and point to the note on the certifi- 
cate as to the title being possessory only. 

I quite agree that at present no prudent would accept a 


land certificate as a good root of title, and an investigation of title | 


would lead to a disclosure of the covenants. 

It has, however, been understood that with the lapse of time land 
certificates will become good roots of title, but this is not the case 
if restrictive covenants of which notice is given in a registered deed 
are kept off the title, 

If there were no registration each successive conveyance would 
refer to the covenants, and notice of them would so be kept alive 
indefinitely, but the absence of any notice on the register leaves a 
future purchaser helpless. 

It is true that the registry officials say that they will put notice of 
the covenants on the certificate if a further fee is paid. But why 
should the holder of a certificate pay a fee for what can do him no 
possible good in order to ensure protection to a future purchaser. 

I do not contend thet the covenants should be set out, but it seems 
to me that the certificate should state that the land is subject to the 
covenants contained in an indenture of the day . 

It would seem that it will be necessary for all time to make a 
requisition for the production of the last deed prior to registration in 
order to protect a purchaser against this danger. 

21, College-hill, E.C., Aug. 17. ERNEstT J. WILDE. 


[See observations under “‘ Current Topics.”—Eb. S.J.] 





SERVICE OF ORDER FOR DISCOVERY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—My firm are defendants’ agents in a common law action in 
which the order for directions mcludes mutual discovery in the 
following words (being the usual printed form): ‘‘ That the plaintiff 
and detendants do, respectively, after delivery of defence, and within 
ten days after service of copy receipt for deposit in court, answer 
on affidavit stating what documents are or have been in their 
possession or power relating to the matters in question in ths 
action.” Plaintaff’s agents have the original order; I have only the 

y served by them. 

ishing to enforce the order against the plaintiff, I have attended 
at the Central Office to bespeak an office copy, which I could hold as 
tantamount to the original aud from which to make a copy for service, 
with the usual warning endorsed. I am met by the reply, ‘‘ These 
orders are not recorded and no office copy can be given.” All I 
can do is to serve a copy of the copy served upon me, but where 
should I be if I wanted to enforce the order by attachment or by 
dismissing the action for want of prosecution ? 

Perhaps, under the new practice, I am not bound to serve a copy at 
all—see the wording of the order. 

If you will kindly help to elucidate my position, I shall be much 
obliged, and if the hardship is real I will write to the master and 
point out the faulty routine which brings about the difficulty. 

London, Aug, 28, ‘ORDER THIRTY.” 





LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


A correspondent of the Zimes writes: On a last a representative 
Stoup of Anglo-Australians gathered at Brookw Cemetery round the 
grave of the late Hon. Suprimvus ALrrep Stepuen. He was born in 1842, 
and he died at Newbury on the 28th of August, after an iliness of about 
twelve months, Himself a distinguished lawyer, and born and bred an 
Australian, he came of a celebrated legal s The son of the late Sir 
Alfred Stephen, Chief Justice and tenant-Governor of New South 





Sir William MHarcourt’s Act, whereby the charge of estate duty 
in England and New South Wales on the same estate would be 
avoided. But he was not successful in passing his Bill. He also took 
an active part in the Anglican Synod. He was partner in the firms of 
Messre. Stephen, Jacques, & Stephen, of Sydney, and Messrs. Stephen & 
Slade, London, and was a director of the Australian Mortgage Land and 
Finance Co On this yong! = was an active Australian representative, and 
recently read a paper at the Royal Colonial Institute on the progress of 
New South Wales. Mr. Stephen was a whole-hearted sportsman, and 
formerly a very keen fcur-in-hand whip. In London he was a member of 
the Oriental and City Oarlton Clubs, and hon. member of the Junior 
United Service Club. In 1864 he married the daughter of the Hon. 
Robert Campbell, of New South Wales, who survives him, and he leaves 
five sons and two daughters. Mr. Stephen will be long remembered for 
his conversational powers and his kindness of heart by a large circle of 
friends both in Sydney and in London. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIP. 
DissoLvuTions, 


Tuomas Hotme Bower and Francis Parxss, solicitors (Bower & Parkes), 
52, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Londun, W.O. Avg. 31. 

Henry Morten Corron and Gzorce Hume Bowse, solicitors (Bower, 
Cotton, & Bower), 4, Bream’s-buildings, Chancery-lane. Aug. 31. 


Autrrep Lzicuton Sayer and H. 8. Cott, solicitors, Hastings. Aug. 31. 
(Gazette, Sept 3. 





GENERAL, 


At the meeting of the Association of Chambers of Commerce at Notting- 
ham on Wednesday Mr. Portway (Leeds) moved: ‘“‘That, having 
regard to the views expressed on the subject of the rating of machinery by 
the report of the Royal Commissioners on local taxation and their approval 
of the Bill which has on sevéral occasions passed the second reading of the 
House of Commons, strenuous efforts be made by the assoviation to secure 
the passage of the Bill into law next session. And that with this view the 
Government be requested to make the Bill a Government measure.’’ Mr. 
Stiebell (Nottingham), in seconding the motion, said the matter was of 
special importance to Nottingham. In other countries when new industries 
were established people were only too glad to give land to the factories and 
to free those factories from taxes for ten or twenty years in order to keep 
that industry in the coun Yet here, in this country, with competition 
on all sides, and with a Parliament and a supine Government who seemed 
to wish to injure industry, Chambers of Commerce had the resolu- 
tion until they were sick of hearing about it. The motion was carried. 


At the annual licensing sessions for the Sittingbourne Petty Sessional 
division of the county on Mcnday, says the Daily News, the Chief Constable 
of Kent objected to the renewal of no le-s than forty-four licences, 
including nmeteen at Sheerness and fifteen at Sittingbourne and Milton. 
The only ground of objection was the close proximity of the houses to other 
licensed houses. The establishments objected to inciuded the Bull, 
Sittingbourne; the Fountain Hotel, the Wellington Hotel, and the 
Railway Hotel, Sheerness, Mr. H. P. Bodkin (Recorder of Dover) 
appeared for the owners and tepants of thirty houses, and quoted the 
opinion of Sir William Lucius Selfe (chairman of the East Kent Quarter 
Sessions), that, although the number of licensed houses might be 
considerably in excess of the number required, yet, where a house had 
been licensed for several years, it would not be just to remove its licence 
upon the ground of there b:ing too many houses for the neig»bourhood’s 
need, except upon some ground special'y applicable to the house itself. A 
test ca:e was taken, and the whole of the licences were renewed, the bench 
taking the same view as the Dartford and Ohatham justices had held in 
similar cases brought by the chief constable this year. 


At the Trade Union Oongress at Swancea the following resolution was 
unanimously adopted: ‘‘ Tnat in view of the decision in the House of Lords - 
in the Zuf’ Vale case, rendering the funds of societies liable in damages for 
the illegal acts of their agents, this Congress empowers the Parliamentary 
Committee to take a test case to the House of Lords to ascertain how far 
picketing may be carried on without infringing the law and the 
the funds of the societies liable for damages; and further, that a fund 
should be established for the purpose, in the first place, of carrying this out, 
and as it appears from recent cases in court that employersand the various 
insurance svcieties acting on their behalf are endeavouring to establish 
principles of law against trade unionism ly by attacking societies 
numerically and financia)ly weak, the fund should be available for resisting 
such principles, where it is endeavoured to establish them against the trade 
unionists ot the country, and for protecting the interests of trade unions 
generally. Further, that each society should so amend its rules that as far 
as possible protection may be obtained against some of the uences of 
the decision in the Taf Vale case. And urges each society to use its best 
such alteration in the law as will meet with 


endeavours to bring about 
the approval of this Congress. 

At the Faversham h Brewster Sessions on Wednesday, says the 
Times, the chief constable of Kent, who had given notice that he would 
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object to the renewal of no fewer than twenty-five of the fifty licences in 
the borough, withdrew his objections, and the whole of the licences were 
accordingly renewed. The mayor of the borough (Mr. F. Austin) said 
that the magistrates regr-tted the inconvenience and expense which the 
licence-holaers had been put to through the issuing of the notices of 
objection, and they thoroughly agreed with the chairman of the East Kent 
Quarter Sessions (Sir W. Selfe) when he said that the number of licensed 
houses might be cons‘derably in excess of the number required, but where 
the licences had been held for several years it would not be just to remove 
them on the ground that there were too many houses for the neighbourhood, 
except upon some ground more applicable to the houses themselves. Mr. 
Rutley Mowll, of Dover, said that, as representing the interests of the 
licence-holders in the whole of the cases objected to, he desired to 
protest against the vexatious manner in which the objections had been 
preferred and the frivolous way in which the whole of the opposition by 
the chief constab!e had been conducted. There had been no selection 
whatever. Licences had been objected to on a wholesale scale, and the 
character of houses of the best standing had been impugned. It was 
most vexatious that these objections should ‘be preferred and withdrawn at 
tbe las: moment, and that he was not in a position to ask for costs. The 
brewers and people interested in licensed property were thereby subjected 
to very considerable expense without reason. He thought the chief 
constable had abused the high office he held by the manner in which the 
— had been preferred. The mayor said notice of the protest would 
made. 


Thomas Lawrence Galmoye, of 16, Glasshouse-street, Regent-street, 
was, says the Daily News, summoned at Marlborough-street on Monday, 
before Mr. Denman, for having unlawfully pretended that he was qualified 
to act as a solicitor; and Hamilton Edward Pawley, 41, no occupation, 
hvivg in Thicket-road, Anerley, was charged on a warrant with having 
aided and abetted Galmoye to commit the offence. Mr. Travers 
Humphreys, barrister, prosecuted on behalf of the Incorporated Law 
Society; Mr. F. J. Coltman, barrister, defended Galmoye ; and couneel 
whose name did not transpire appeared for Pawley. Mr. Travers 
Humphreys in opening the case, said that both the defendants were 
summoned in the first instance, but difficulty was experienced in serving 
the summons on Pawley, who could not befound. A warrant was, there- 
fore, obtained for his arrest. Galmoye wasa solicitor, but ceased to take out 
his certificate at the end of 1896. He next took out one on the 3) st of October, 
1900, which expired on the 15th of November the same year. Galmoye aid 
not renew the certificate. The offence alleged was that of acting in the 
interval, when he had no certificate, as a solicitor in an action in the 
High Court. With regard to Pawley, his case was looked up»n as a bad 
one. He was admitted as solicitor in 1883, but had not taken out a 
certificate since 1896. In 1899 he took two rooms at 16, Glasshouse- 
street, and practised there as ‘‘ Wire & Co.,’’ solicitors. Subsequently 
Galmoye went there, and the plate of Wire & Co was taken down, and 
the words ‘‘ Galmoye & >.’’ substituted. But Pawley continued to carry 
on the business, and in the action referred to was the only person seen. 
Everything in the office seemed to belong to Pawley, who continued to 
rent the rooms and carry on in addition the business of an estate agent. 
Kvidence bearing out counsel’s statement was given. It was urged in 
defence that Ga'm»ye only employed Pawley as managing clerk, the latter 
simply acting under his instructions, and doing nothing but clerk’s work. 
Any offence that might have been committed was merely a technical one. 
Galmoye did not make anything out of the action that had been referred to. 
Mr. Travers Humphreys mentioned that last year Pawley was fined at that 
court the full penalty of £10 for acting as a solicitor under the name of 
Wire & Co. Mr. Denman, in giving his decision, said it was perfectly 
plain an offence against the statute had been committed by both defend- 
ants Anybody who had been a solicitor, or had anythivg to do with 
solicitors, knew the extreme importance of these statutory regulations 
entitling a solicitor to practise being strictly complied with, and anyone 
who had anything to do with legal matters knew the dangers of uncertifi- 
cated practitioners carrying on the business of a solicitor. It was a very 
old rure to resort to for a man who had not a certificate himself, for 
reasons the Iacorporated Law Society considered to be sufficient, to ca'l 
himeelf managing clerk to someone else, and in his employer’s name to 
practise his own profession. It was clear that what was done here was done 
by Pawley, who appesred to have carried on the whole proceedings in the 
action referred to. He was most to blame, and was fully alive to what he 
was doing. Pawley would be fined £10, with £20 costs, and Galmoye, who 
was shown to have been anxious to take out his certificate, would have to 
pay £5, without costs. 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 


London Gazette.—Faivay, Aug. 30, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limrtep 1x Caancenry. 
Avsrapium SyxpicaTs, Limitep —Creditors are required, on or before Nov 1, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry Parker 
Saniter 10, Finsbury sq. Goldberg & Co, 2 and 8, West st, Finsbury circus, solors for 


Barrtisu Procress Buxcuixc Macuixz Co, Liuitep —Creditors are required, on or befor: 
Bept 28, to send their names and addresses, and the lars of their debts or claims, 
to John Alfred Hopps, 25 Friar ln, Leicester, & Partridge, Leicester, solors to 


liquidator 
“Crays Bazaars, Linrrep ’—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 1, to send their 
names and addresses, and full rs of their debts or claims, to Joseph Braith- 


particula: 
waite Childe, Prudential bldgs, Bradford. Farrar & Crowther, Bradford, solora to 


M. A. Newsum & Baixronru, Limitep—OCreditors are required, on or before Sept 10, to 
send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Pen whee 


Moulton, Regent st, Barnsley 





Psactican Typewniter SyxpicaTz ror Evrorz Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or 
and addresses. 


before Oct 12, to send their names , and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to John Paxton Clarkson, 5 and 6, Bishopsgate st Without 

Tomcox, Limrrep (1s VoLUsTARY Liquipatiox )—Creditors are required, on or before O¢ 

4, to their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
—— Button, 83, Colmore row, Birmingham. Edge & Ellison, Birmiogham, s0'0% 
iquidator 

Winpsor 81zam Coat Co, Limite —Creditors are requ'red, on or before Sept 30, to send 
their names and addresses. and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Henry Lewis, 3, Bute cres, Cardiff 

London Gazette.—Tuxspay, Bept. 8. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep 1m CHANCERY. 

Inp1 Russer (Mexico), Liurrzep—Petn for winding up, ted Aug 29, directed to be 
heard Oct 30 Helder & Co, 3 and 4, Clement’s inn, Strand, for Simpson & Simpson, 
Leeds, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach Helder & Co not later tran 
6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 29 

Moss Sipe Hovse anp Prorgarty Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 8, 
to send names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Francis Emanuel Moore Beardsall, 63, Brown st, Manchester. Crofton & Co, Man- 
chester, solors to liquidator ‘ 

Newrounpianp Fis Inpvusraies, Limrep Creditors are required, on or before Oct 20, 
to send in their names and addresses, aud the particulars of their debt: or ry 
Frank Fedden, 23, Bucklersbury. Greenwood & Greenwood, Mitre ct bldzs, 
solors to liquidatora : 

Norrs Waxes Deverorment Synpicate, Limrtep —Petn for winding up, yen = Aug 
27. directed to be heard Oct 30. Burgess & Taylor, 1, New sq. Lincoln’s inn, solors for 
petner. Notice of app:aring must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock ia 
the afternxon of Oct 29 

Sarr *‘ ALappIN” Co, Limirep -Creditors are required, on or before Oct 1, to send their 

names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John R. Haws, 16, 

South Castle st, Liverpool. Forshaw & Hawkins, Liverpool, solors for liquidator 








THE PROPERTY MART. 
RESULT OF SALE, 
Lire Poxicies anp DEBENTURES. 
Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranrietp sold the following Policies of Assurance and 
Debentures at the Mart, E.C , on Thursday last :— 


LIFE POLICIES: £ 
For £1,000 in the Scottish Widows’ Fund; life 63; annual premium, 


£38 2a. 64.; bonus additions, £387 68.24. ... 4 ss» we Bold 720 
For £2,000 in the Equity and Law; life 43; annual premium, 
£48 83. 44; bonus additions, £131 aa ond sie “ ve =p 400 
For £500 in the Imperial ; life 63; annual premium, £815s.5d. .. 5 22) 
DEBENTURES : 
Cowtan & Sons (Ltd.).—Four Five per Cent. lst Mortgage Deben- 
tures of £50 each ... wee senses were wee wee gy 1 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 


UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Aug 30. 
Jouy, @uomas Taewnetis, Wonford House, Exeter Oct 2 Faulkner vy John, Cozens 
Hardy,J Tuiesidder, Saint Ives, Cornwall 
London Gazette,—Tusspay, Sept 3, 


Mackay, ALexanpER Joszpu, Liverpool, Solicitor Oct 3 Muickay v Ma:kay, Registrar, 
Liverpool Wilson, 24, North John st, Liverpoo! . 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cuiarm. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug 23, 
~~ am Casro.t, Shanghai, Chioa Merchant Oct7 Stephenson & Co, Lom 


Bevitte, Evizasern, Eastbourne Sept 28 Guscotte & Co, sxex st, Strand 
Gventas. ao Mattuew, Balham, W! Ironmonger Sept 32 Handlay & 0, 
arwi 


Burcos, AGNEs Anniz, Sheffisld Oct 5 Webster & Styring, Sheffield 

Cuapmay, THOMAS, Waltham Abb3y. Essex Sept 30 Richardson & Co, Hadham, Herts 

Crocker, JonaTHAN. Sussex pl, Hyde Park Oct 3 Phelps & Co, Aldermanbury 

Crortoy, Bicharp Fro.iort, Norfolk sq, Hyde Park Sept 24 Crofton & Vo, Manchest 

Dent, AMELIA Marta, Vockssuret Sept 20 Lowe & Co, Temple gdns 

Havsreap. Harsietre Vauauan, Hereford Sept 21 Lloyd & Son, Leominster 

Hawp.ey, James WiLu1Am, Cheltenham Sept30 H Brown, Worcester 

Hartiey, Grace HANNAH, Thorner, York t28 Lumb, 

Hoccarp, Mary, Bourvemouth Octi2 BR & B P Dale, York 

Howwipay, Josepa Farszipcz, Knu'sford, Chester, Merchant Oct 9 Ashworth é 
Inman, Manchester 

Hupsoy, Mary, Hartshorne, Derby Sept 21 Goodger & Son, Burton on Trent 

Hupsoy, en, Hartshorne, Derby, Miler Sept 21 Goodger & Son, Burton @ 


Jameson, ARTHUB NewrxcToy, Kiogston upon Hull Oct 21 Shack'es & Dunkerly, Hull 
Krapren, Jonanna, Hackney Wick -_ 28 1% Co, Fissbury circus 
MackEnziz, ALICE, Enfield Sept 3) Clapham & Co. Devonshi-e +, 4 
Mason, Epwaep, Wednesfield, Stafford Oct 1 TM & F H Whitehouse, Woe 


hampton 
May, Davip Tuomas, Redland, Bristol, Boot Manufacturer Oct 12 Trapnell, Bristol 
Morais, @zonciana Isang ia, Rugby Sept14 Harris & Son, Rugby 
Nett, RopertT sLExanpeR, Cambridge Octl WH & F Walsh, Osford 
Carregeen, Sesees Horz, New Cross rd, New Cross, Baker Sept 10 Foy & 0) 


a 
Pearse, Many, Piympton, Devon Feb1i Bone & Co, Dev mport 
Pe.uam, Emtty Buayone, Fishbourne Chichester Sept 28 Guscotte & Co, Essex st 
Pemberton, ag mey? Laurence, Seaham Harbour, Durham Sept 29 o & & 


> 
Baw.iy, Tuomas, W-th on Dearne, York, Confectioner Oct1 Dransfleld & Hodgkins 
Penistone, Sheffield 


Bicuarps, Tuos, Wimblington, Cambrid Sept30 King & Sharman, 

Bcuouey, MarcasetT Mania, Clapham {28 J & RGole, Lime at 

Scorr, MagrHa ey Sept 17 Lane & Cottier, Piymouth : 
Suazr. Encar, Butt m Benger, Wilts, Licensed Victualler Sept 27 Forrester & Molt, 


Malmesbury 
Smaiiwoop, Wittiam, Alcester. Warwick Oct 7 Blatter & Co, Stratford u 2 se 
uiderstield 








| ea penn AMIN Ai ay more Tok, eee a 2 conten 
miTH, James, Keigh\ey, York, Grover Got Lister uraer, ey 
But, Many Pests, Oct 1 Stuchbery, Maidenhead 
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| 
ive, Lg mn ow Ml Sept 16 Moody & Woolley, Derb 
fyzisox, Hevry Sept 19 Evans, 
§rasLes, James ‘oretorth, York Oct 3i ord & Warren 
jrort, ®amuzL Howagp, Higher Broughton, Salford, 
TowntEND, Many Janz, Dewsbury Sept1 Stead, Leeds 
WERNER, Heen € OLVILLE, Ebury st Sept 30 Fowler, Old Serjeants’ inn | 
WxsTMoRLAND, JoHN, Huyton. Lancs Oct1 Banks & Co, Liverpool 
Wares, Davin, Milton next Gravesend, Liceused Victualler Sept 16 Stevens & Co, | 


Wison. Atexanper Waker, Manchester Sept 28 Page, Manchest 
WirHERs tas James, Luxborough, Somerset, Farmer Sept 3 ‘Ponsford & Co, 


Wernrxor0¥. Jouy, Pendletcn, Lancs, Metal Merchant Sept 30 Bowden & Livercy, | 


an 

Wovenovse, Fraycis Jonny, Falmouth Sept 29 Longbourne & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

London Gazette.,—Tuzspay, Aug. 27. 

Arxrxsox, Mary Louisa, Sheffield Sept 25 Wilson. Sheffield 

—_z Amos, Grange over Sands, Lancs, Doctor Nov 11 Jackson & Sons, 
vereton 

BincHaM, mare Psrecrine Porrincer, Chesham pl Oct5 Bircham & Co, Parlia- 

men’ 
eet, Fouax Joacuiu Meyer, Withington, Lancs, Merchant Sept 27 Slater & Co, 
——- Jou, Burnley, Lancs, Ironfounder Sept 30 Southera & Fullalove, 


ley 
Cartes, WiLL1Am Henry, Liverpool Oct 7 Sampson & Co, Liverpool 
CaswaLL, AnNA Magia, Binfield field, Berks Oct12 H&C Ca, Reading 








Cates, AnrHuR, York ter, Regent's Park Sept26 Ho & Dowson, Spring gdns 
Cooper. ALrrer, Manchester. Builder b7  Blater & Co, Manchester 
Day, Ricnarp, Dewsbury, Blacksmith Oct 1 Chadwick & ick & Sons, Dewsbury 


DensHam, Coapies, Exeter Sept30 J & 8 P Pope, Exeter 
—“_ —— JoszPn, Gloucester pl, Portman sq Sept 28 Westbury & Co, Old 


Dopp, Atice, Manchester Oct1 Cobbett & Co, es og! 
Dovey, Mary Lyoia, Long Acre ~ > —- Holborn 
Fattows, Freperick Burrixctor, Rakaiite & Co, Craven st, Charing 


Cross 
Forp, James Grorcer. hes Iof W_Sept27 Smith & Co, Alderagate st 
Garzn, Henny, Sheffield, Draper Sept 30 —~~ Sheffield 

GuirFiTHs, ELLEN Bgoster, Wilmslow, Chester, Farmer Oct 156 Markland & Whitehead, 


Harpy, Gzorce Witi1am Favutxyer, Loughton, Essex, Ribbon Manufacturer Sept 29 
Ladbury & Tatham, Budge row 

_, -—e James, Salford, Coal Merchant Oct 15 Markland & Whitehead, 

Hirroy, Hanvau, O'dham ons 26 Taylor, Oldham | 


Hotpex, Hexry, Burnley, Labourer Nov 22 Pos Lancaster pl 
OLLOWAY, Mary Anne, Holloway ~ te me a Seuth sq, Gray’s inn 
O  Bteel, Cheltenham 





lowarp, Marra, Bowdon, Chester Oct 1 tes, Manchester 
OWES, JOHN WILLIAM OnmonD, FO Sept 80 Steel, Chel 

UNT, ANN, Stroud t21 Stuart, Stroud 

YDE, &1Las WILL1aM, ay Silversmith Sept 13 Whitehead, Salisbury 
IxcBBALD. ANNE, York Sept 80 ght, - 2] York 

OYNER, JOHN, ‘heltepham Oct1 Fa: 

ERSHAW. Jacos, Middleton, Gardener Fe a a pg nae 
Kivpers, Henny, Sheffield Sept 29 Brass , Sheffield 
iva. Axion, Portslade, aR Oct tahugh & Co, B 
Kirkman, Janz Hussey, Liverpool O emner & Co, 
LEWIS, ALFRED JAMES. Newhaven, Hotel wp . ee. 

Mascuwitz, WILHELM baston. Birmingham Bent 80 


Mrver, Cuak_: 
RE. ALFRED WILLIAM, Stretford » or 
30 Hunt & Co, Romford 


Rochdale 
ton 


Manche 
PargisH, Race, I ford 


Pant, Acnes, Lachford, nr Warrington Sept 30 Wal!, Wigan 
ParTERsON, GEORGE Hops. New Cross. t10 Foy & Co, Clifford’s inn, Fleet st 
. James, Leig —- * Tailor Ne 21 Marsh & Co, Leigh 


haz. ManGaret, Liverpool Nov 23 Dyke 

REEVES. Henry, Worthing Bept 29 Mitchell, Worthing 

Bionarpson, ALFRED James, Roby, nr Liverpool, Butler Nov 22 Dyke, Lancaster pl 
topway, JoHn HADLEY, aston, yg Oct 10 Baden, Birmingham 

Russe.u, James Sheffield. Draper Sept 80 Howe, Sheffield” 

Sapewick, Wystan, 4 - NY Wor! ee 81 aA 8 H Foster, Leeds 

f eg ILLIAM, in Furness, Keeper Lancaster 

; BY, Sir Joun Harpy, Burnley Sept 30 toleen & FUitiond Basie " 
Warp, Coonan, Seiten Oy Se Euston rd, Licensed Victualler Sept 29 Sandom & Coy, | 


Gr ch at 
Wanren, Joun Bennett, Loughborough, Milliner Oct 1 Hands, Loughborough 





Manchester 

| Fargineton, Hastines D’Oxty, La ham, Suffolk Sept 30 Newman, Hadleig’ 
penter 30 , 

} Fisner, Saran, Barnstaple Se; 


Not! 
| Fox, P wpe Wirksworth, Duty,» 


| Hatta, ExizaBera, ey Magna, 
| Hapgsay Chemist ay 


| Hogearp Mary, 


— ~~ 
en FB ine Dae 


Witiiaus. WitLiam, Bangor, Surg Bircham & Co, Parliament st, Wes‘- 


Witsow, Witraip Uamresnna, Gonvent &q 
minster 
London Gazette.—Fuipay, Aug. 80. 


| Bamnsrzs, Wixyirrep Wrxps0r, Sherborne, Dorset Sept 30 Bartlett & Sons, Sherborne 
hem Eocar ALLEN, Whitchurch, Haota, Shipowaer Sept 18 Ince & Co, Fe.- 
urch st 


Peering cen BSk J Bogs, Oe a an 
| CHANDLER, JANE, thwaite a rise Sloper &Co, 
| Crawrorp, Enocu Ropest, Putney, Licensed Victualler Sept 30 "Caldhans New inn 


8 
| Crockroro, Howarp Leorotp, Satton Coldfield, Warwick Sept 30 Crockfo:d, 


| Cuntirre, Davip, Widaes Sept 28 mares 4 Co, Manchester 
Daven, Danie, Cobham Oct5 J 


8 
Capzs, Groraina, Ege 


| upp, Lime 
| Dauiy, Ricuarp. Plymouth Sept 30 Bond & _ ae Ply 


mouth 
Nov a3 Hewitt & Son, Manchester 


8. RIET, Bradfou 
DogginGTon, SALLHARBIET, oa 


Fav ti, Joax, Wendron, Cornwa'l, 
Fautt, THomas, Wendron Corn’ . om 
jottingham, Pawnbroker Oct 12 Walker & Hanson, 
Builder Oct1 Shipton, Buxton 

GaRbyER, Tuomas, Adderbury. ord Sept 30 a & Co, Banbury 

GanrsipzE, , Biemingham Sept9 Rowlands & Co, 

GuLoyng, JonaTHay, Lemasten, Devon 30 Fohastone 
Gunsewese, Anne, Littie Fenton, nr secagh 


FLewitt, ARTHUR WEBSTER, 
ham 


vistock 
orks Sept 20 Rhodes, Sherburn 
Dec2 Pulman, Rugby 


| Hastuck, WALTER. g, Jeweller Oct 12 Letts Bros, Ba tlett’s bi Dmg circus 
Hrepey, i ~ 1 ur hey 3 tt. Tyson E'uabeon, i erburn in E:met 
a , SaRa) 800 on, Mary 

ponaes, Geen: aah iy Oct 12 et ork 
Joun, Liverpovl, Builder Oct1 Rudd, Li 
oa uibor aly Ely pl, Holborn ci.cus, Solicitor Oct 8 James & James, Ely 


Jom 7, Heaton Norris, Lancs, Corn Merchant Sept 30 Walker, New Mills, 
Lex, iasaseen, Rhude Cross, Launcel s, Corawall Oct 1 Gurney & Foster-Melliar, 


Litty, Joun, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, Hosier Sept 30 Crockford, Birmingham 
a aE Ag ale Ag My on 
olve: BERT RANKIN, " 
coat, Micuast, Beckenhem, Ooal Merchant 30 Willett & Latter, Bromley 
Moore Janez, Beckenhim “Boot 30 Willett & Latter, Bromley 
Muncaster, James Gaynay. Halifax, BM Sept 30 Marshall, 





Tv, WILLIAM, 


Son. 


Halifax 
Rosrson. Louis Puiwip, Jermyn st, 8t James’ Nov 28 Newton & Co, Gt Marlborough st, 
| Re 


gent st 
Rowe, Fervici1a EvizaBeta, “oy Bennett, Banbury 
SEVILLE, Jony, Saddieworth, Yi Se ane = Taner. 


Oldham 
Suita, Wittiam Hawkes, Newcastle on oker sept 30 Smith, Harrow 
Spipey, Exiza. Woodhouse, Notts Sapt 22 Alcock, Mansfield 
Sroxes, Hennierta, Edgbaston Sept 38 Crockford, Birmi 
THIRLWALL, Puiuip, Carisie Sept 14 _——_ & Westmorland, Carlicle 
Tomss, Gzorcz, Bromagrove, Yeoman Sept 30 Holt, Bromsgrove 
Tomurmsox. Henry, Erdiogton, Warwick, Commissimm Agent Sept 30 Crockford, Bi:- 


Wanp, Esenzzes, Wandsworth Common, Publisher Oct 1 Asturst & Co, Throg- 
morton av * 
Ware. Tuomas Sorriy, Tottesham, Nurseryman Se,t 24 Martin & Co, King st, 
Wanrgivctox, Witt1am Toomas, Rasholme, Manchester, Batcher Sept 7 Chambers, 

| be 


ton, nr Manchest-r 
Wison, Cuaries, Buttershaw, Bradford Oct t Sone & Coonthen, Bradford 
| ema ~~ Epwarp Ruys, Princes gdns, Knightsbridge 8 Warrens, Great 
| Ri 


| st 
| 


| Wakrnine To mnTENDING Hovss PurcHasgsrs aNp Lessezs.—Before pui- 
| chasing or renting a house have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Be Tested and Reported ._~ by an Expert from The Sanitary Engin 
Co. (H. Carter, C.E., Manager), 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee 
| quoted on receit t of "full particulars. Established 25 years. ‘Telegrams, 
| “Sanitation,” London. Telephone, ‘‘ No. 316 Westminster.’’—[Apvr. ] 


Oct 15 Markland’ & Whitehead, | 

















BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Aug 30. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


| 
Awtat Bascu & Sox, Regent at, Jewellers High Court Pet | ~~ vs Hana -Kiekatal ese tet 


July 29 Ord Aug 26 
ey my Clydach Vale, Glam, Mason Ponty- 
et Aug aug 26 
a — . w Yr on Sea, Fly Proprietor | me YY ‘Aug 28 
stings ug rd Aug 24 Kinser, THomas Evan 
Brooxs, JoserH waate Henpert, Leeds Leeds Pet Aug | | Bailiff sewtown 


27 Ord « 
Bryant, Gemsies Canouins, Wolverham 
Aug 2% 


| — © gn Hill, or 


| GoupsPinkK, Frank Harry. Fremont st, 
Printer High Court Pet aug27 O:d Aug 27 


— Epw a ee Balisb 


y Pet aug 27 Ord A 


Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 
China | Matwm, oe, and Mozis Matwiy, one Brough 
Manchester 


A 
Cc, - an South Croydon Canterbury Pet Aug 27 





"> Timorny, Canton, Cardiff Aberavon Pet Aug 
rd aug 28 
Roxsixs, James Nox, : ans Glam, Stonemason Cardiff 
my Br tate | Pet aur 26 Ord & ’ 


™ ; a Rosinsoy, GrORGE eo nny aad Staffs, Engineer 
ond P gr Ee yy a5 Agent 
OSENSTRAUCH, AARON, tle osurance Agen’ 
57> med Banksmano High Court Pet Ang 97 Ord aug 27 
Brighton | Rursen, Jouy, Bute Docks, Cardiff, Shipowner Cardiff 
Bestomery, Farm | 


South Hackney, 





Pet augiv Ord Aug 27 

(Bart, Tuomas, Hanley, Newsagent Hanley Pet Aug 26 
Ord Aug 23 

| Sxoox, James. Brynmawr, 

Ord Tredegar Pet Aug 16 urd Aug 37 

Spratisa, Epwarp oe Deai, Grocer Canterbury 
Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 

Sreap, ( omen BLLIs, ‘aan, Leeds Pet Aug 23 Ord 


Bryant, Jonny Esenezer. Wolverbamptun. China Dealer’s | 
Pet Augl Ord Aug 
Wandsworth | | 
Cuitcorr, James, 
uly 3t ‘ord Aug 
Coutins, Wate: Webel Manufacturer Wal 
Pevane a ve Cycle Walsall 


| MILEs, - Grorcs, Redenhall, Norfolk, Farmer 
Ipswich Pet July5 Ord Aug 
MircHELL, Sipyey, Bhemla, Cares Sheffield Pet Aug 27 
Oid Aug 27 Warr 
| Sonass. Hesry Suerwoop, Walbrook, Meichant High 
ro cout Pet Deo 8 Ord Aug 98 ai 
— vet 1 ‘Aug 2 Ord Aug 26 Fishmong | Witson, Henry, aaaieghem, Baker Birmingham Pet 


Aug 28 Ord Ai 
onan, ts anon | py ‘Aug ~ Toy Wvart, Jouy, Norw Bird Dealer Norwich Pet Aug 28 
Ossors, CuarLes Epwarp, Heysham, tok _ em Ord Aug 28 
Preston a! Furniture Dealer 


Aug 

ewan. 6 WALTER, aman, Sawyer Nottingham Pet 
Aug 27 Ond Aug 27 

R J Witmor, Shinfield Vicarsge, nr Reading 

Reading Pet July 8° Ord Aug 24 

Wintaas ee , Glam, Grocer Ca:diff Pet 
Augl Ord Aug 27 


Zvucxermax, Buassy, Whit 


ler Wo'verhamp Aug 28 | 1 ob Merchants 
Manager Wolvernampton Pet Aug 24 
Burpox, WaLTeR Jags, * ae Thames st High Court | Ord a 
Cay, Roperr Jamzs, Beet E gee, Solicitor 
Pet July 31 Org Aug Teller Kile 
Surrey Pet W. Window 27 Ord. oth Was’ 
Cote 4S Se Bon, W, ‘at Boilers Wandsworth | 
at JouN Youxos, Hastings, Builder Hastings Pet 
Aug 27 Ord aug 27 
Coox Goa, 5. Whitley fay Northumberland, Commission 
Agent Newcastle ne Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 27 


Pet Aug 28 Ord a 
me WILLI “iam, Collier Aberavon 











echapel 
High vomt Pet "aug 28 Ord Aug 28 


Downgy, Jonx Granam, Howrigg Bank, nr W Aug 26 
yer Carlisle Pet ae ib PHILLIPS, on ee ext “Bromwich, Coal Factor West FIRS! MEETINGS, 
Ord Aug 27 wich Pet a 14 Ord Aug 24 
Epes, Tn Gab ue Capel, Coal Merchant Oxford Pet | Prince, yoy O'Connor, st, Ch y In, am wey Ardwick, Manches‘er, Bressfoun’er Sept 
a ug Ord A Patent agent Gigh Ry Ord Aug at 3 Off Reo. Byrom st, Manchester 
ARTSIDE, Barr, Beier, , Lancs,Gr grocer Burnley | Rains, Wit.iam, Hessle, Yorks, Inland Wy Clerk pm... Bascu & Sox, poms st, Jewellers Sept 6 at 2.90 
Pet Aug 27 Aug 27 Kingston upon Hull Pet July 81 Ord Aug 87 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
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Bau, } enemas Higtangten, 5 Devon, Farmer Sept 6 at 11 
6 Athenzeum ter, Plymou' 
Broo, JosEPH waune ; Leeds Sept 6 at 12.30 
( ff Rec, 22, Park row, Lerds 
Buspoy. WALTER James, Upper Thames st Sept 6 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs. Carey st 
Czssrorp, Witi1aM, Dover, Hotel Proprietor Sept 6 at 3.30 
The Espl«nad- Hotel, Dover 
Coatss, Ropert Muscrave Scarborough, Solicitor Sept 6 
at iv Off Rec 22, Park row, Leis 
Derry. Patrick. Rotherham Yorks, Grocer Sept 11 at 1 
Off Ree Figtree In, Sh: flield 
Gitiuay, Esexezen, Newpo:t,Mon Sept9at12 Off Rec, 
Westgate cnmbrs, Newp>:t, Von 
Gonty, Eriz»xx, and Frevericx Brxoit Gonty. Leicester, 
Dyers Sept 10 at 12.80 Off Rec, 1, Bersidge st, 


Guemes ARTuHuR, “heetham, Manchester, Joiner Sept 6 at 
2,80 Off Rec Byrom st. Manchester 
my Epwapgp Pai..ip, Salisbury. Bsker’s " woes Sept 
7 at 12.30 Off Reo, Endless st, Salisbur 
Haywoop, Frep, —- Boot Rianutashesee Bept 6 at 
12 Off Ree. 1, e st, Leicester 
Hit, Harry, Kirstall, Teds, Painter ‘Bept 6 at 11.30 Off 
Rec, 22 Park row, 
Hoyt, Mr 5 THomas, oan, nr Stroud, Glos Sept 7 
at3 Off Rec, Station rd, aa 
Taam, Gxorcs, Moaton, Greengrocer Sept 6 at 
3.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, eadodie 
Licutroot, Epwix Eryegst, Luton, Straw Hat Manu- 
facturer Sept7 at 11,30 Chamber of Commerce, 58, 
Ge: st, Luton 


Tantee ie James, Fulham, Builder Sept 6 at 12 
y bicgs, Carey st 
ssa “mA, Coventry, Hay Dealer Sept 6 at 12 


Rec, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 

Mies Frepenick Grorcr, Red-phall, Norfolk, Farmer 
Sept 6at 1115 Magpie Hotel, Harleston 

Onrox, Samvet Tuomas, Leicester, Licensed Victualler 
Sept 6at3 Off Rec 1 Baridge st. Leicester 

ate 5 Bg nom Leigh, Lanes, Grocer Sept 6 at 3 
Off Reo, Exchange st, Bolton 

Sreap, © apo Exuis Br miley, Leeds, Butcher Sept 6 at 
1l Off Rec 22, Park row, Leeds 

Tackett, Herpert AExRy Rochdale, Butcher Sept 10 
at 1116 Townhall, Rochdsae 

Watts, Danie, Wittiam, Hanley, Grocer Sept 7 at 12 

Off Rec, Newcastle under Lyme 

Witcex. Jam's Henny, Pem»roke, Labourer Sept 7 at 3 
Off Rec. 4 Queen st. Carmarthen 

Wriuiams, Fraepericx James, Gloucester Septé6at3 Off 
Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 

Waient, Water, Normanton, Butcher Septéat12 Off 
Rec, 47, Full st, i 

Yoratu, Hesry Davin, Newport, Mon, Brewer Sept 9 at 
1230 Off Rec, We stgate chmbrs, Newport, Mon 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Baptiste, Frank 8ST Pizrnz, Kenway rd, Earl’s Court, 
Ladies’ Outfitter Swindon Pet Aug3 Ord Aug 27 
Biarcnrorp, Grorce, Clydach baa Glam, ason 

Pontypridd Pet aug 26 Ord Aug 
Broapuvurst, WALTER, St Peery 3 on ae, Fly Proprietor 
Hastings Pet Augi6 Ord Aug 27 
a Joszro Wittiam Herpert, Bradford Leeds 
27 Ord Aug 27 
RoRGINA Carotine, Wolverhampton, China 
Wolverhampton Pet Aag24 Ord Aug 24 
Bryant, Jous Esenezer Wolverhampton, China Dealer’s 
olves h ti Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 26 
Burson, = Swindon, Baker Swincon Pet Aug 3 


Gusmmne Joun You — _ Builder Hastings 
Pet Aug 27 Ord A’ 

Couuins, WALTER, Walmll Cscle Manufacturer Walsail 
Pet 4ugv3 Ord a 

Epens, Freperick, Oxford, Coal Merchant Oxford Pet 
Aug 2s Ord Aug 28 

Ganreipz, Ratrn Brierfield, Lanes, Greengrocer Burnley 
Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 

Goipsrixx, Franx Harry, Burgon st, Doctors’ Commons, 
Printer High Court Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug27 

Hatt, Epwarp Puittir, pe ge Baker’s Assistant 
Salisbury Pet shy Ord Aug 26 

Hr. ay png Leeds, Painter Leeds Pet Aug 


Isyocent, Lewis Wittiam Samvet, Datchet, Licensed 
Victualler Windsor Pet Aug2 Ord Aug ‘28 

Kaye, Joszru, Potter Hill, nr a Colliery Banksman 
Barnsley Pet Aug27 Ord Aug 27 

Kwsicat, Caries Wiiuiam, Uxbridge rd pee Bush, 
Builder High ‘ourt Pet July15 Ord my Bo 

Mauwin, Heemay, and Moris Matwis, Lower ~unien, 
Salford Manchester Pet Aug26 O:d Aug 26 

ahaa! yore South Croydon Canterbury Pet Aug 27 

Aug 2 
ar ~~ ee Sheffield, Carter Sheffield Pet Aug 27 


we... 2, As, Ramsgate, Fishmonger Canterbury 
Pet Aug24 Ord Aug 24 

Norsz, Axx Cano.ixz, Lowther = nan, Toy Dealer 
High Pet Aug 7 Ord Ai 

Osporn, CuarLes Epwarp, Begunens, Deatlonst Preston 
Pet Ang 28 nd Aug 28 

Owex, Wittiam, Blaengwy yal, Glam, Collier Aberavon 
Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 2 

Parts, Jonx, West Biomwich, Btaffs,Coal Factor West 
Bromwich Pet Augié Ord Aug 28 

Bossixs, James Noun, Stonemason Cardiff 
P sg be Ord’ Aug 

Rosisson, GzoncEe eee. oo Staffs, Engineer 
Hanley Pet aug 27 Ord Aug “7 

RoseneTravon, Aanox, Gt Caste st, : nee Agent 

Court Petaug27 O:d Aug 27 
Sart, Toomas, Hanley, Newsagent Hanley Pet Aug 26 


Sxoox, Jauzs. Brynmawr, Brecknock, Ironmonger Trede- 
gar Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 27 


Brvi ay 





a Glam, 


Sreap, Cuantes Extis, Bramley, Leeds, Butcher Leeds 
Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 
gy od } pan mae Sawyer Nottingham 


ug ug 27 
a | deate, Wembley, Builder St Albans Pet Aug 2 
ri 

Topp, James Huwrareys, Cannon st, Spring Agent 
Bigh Court Pet July 10 Ord Aug 28 

Vatestine, Cartes Ricuarp, Wellingten cbhmbrs, 
Tooley st, Produce Nommission Merchant High Cou:t 
Pet F.b 12 Ord Aug 22 

Wats, Dasren me Hanley, Grocer Hanley Pet 
Aug 2 Ord A 

Wvart, Jouy Norwich, Bird Dealer Norwich Pet Aug 
24 "Ocd aug 28 

Zuckerman, SHansy, Whitechapel rd, Furnitare Dealer 
High Court Pet’ Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 


London Gazette.—Tvurspay, Sept. 3. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Axsott, Sau, Leicester, Innkeeper Leicester Pet Aug 
80 Ord Aug 60 


Apams, Daxret, Mountain Ash, ost, China Dealer 
Aberdare Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 

Burrorp, C, Co, inckley, _ Manufacturers 

Leicester Pet Aug "20 Ord Aug 29 

Carr, MarcaRet, and Saran fee8, crertingian Cocker- 
mouth Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 26 

Ciemesua, ExizasetTs, Margate, r+ House Keeper 
Canterbury Pet Aug 30 Ord A aS 

— an Derby, Publican Derby Pet Aug 31 

1 


3. 

ConNELL, ‘Hasan, Bata, Yarn Finisher Bradford 
Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 

Davis, Joun AMBROSE, 1 de Yorks, Saddler Wakefield 
Pet Aug 3i Ord aug 3 

Epwarps & WaKELIN, y ol Birmingham, Grocers Bir- 
mingham Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 29 

Gameces, Samvet Levick, Toomas Nopper, and Witi1am 
James Norris, Shettield, Ziecsro Platers Sheffield Pet 
Aug 41 Ord aug 31 

GienpEynine. Jonn Roprnson. Neweastle on Tyne, 
an Newcastle on Tyne Pet Aug 28 Ord 

ug 

Jonzs, Joun Waker, Criccieth, ae, Photographer 
Portmadoc Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 

J — Psyce Anprew, Birmingham, , Birmingham 


et we 30 Ord Aug 30 

Kine, BR Aston, Birmingham, Grocer Birmingham Pet 
Aug 10 Ord Aug 29 

Law ome, Joserx Brown, Whitley, Northumberland, Pilum- 
ber Newcastle on Tyne Pet Aug 30 

Sacmaets Many, Stalybridge, 
Ashton under Lyne Pat | Aug 28 Ord A 

Masters Cares, Birmingham, B:ker Sben Pet 
Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 

MarsHatu, Bicwarp, am, a or Halifax, Farmer Halifax 
Pet aug 30 Ord Aug 30 

Mencer, Antaur James, Brook Green High Court Pet 
aug 28 Ord Aug 30 

Nicnoits, Gzorce Fraser, reset ed Cornwall, Solicitor 
Truro Pet July 13 Ord A 

Norcort, CaTHeRtve Carr, Brig ie Brighton Pet Aug 
29 Ord Aug 29 

Pearsoy, Hersert Beriey, Shoreham Brighton Pet Sa 
31 O.d aug 3l 

RovtitepGe, Any, Blyth, Northumberland, 
Victualler Newcastle on Tyne Pet Aug 7 Ooh aun ar A 

Rowe, Epirs, ——, Lancs, Draper Blackburn ie od 
Aug 380 Ord Aug 

SHERWwoop, j rnd ‘Willenhall, Staffs, Schoolmaster 
Wolverhampton Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 

Sreruens, ALrrep. Marthall, Chester, Farmer Manchester 
Pet Aug 6 Aug 30 

Tuomas, JAMES, Kingsland rd, Ohemist High Court Pet 

Augs Ord Aug 29 


Swinton 
Pot Ai 


roy Keeper 


Troup, CHARLES R Brenig, we pl, St James’s st 
Aug 29 
hie i Nottingham Nottingham Pet Aug 31 
rd 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
BiatcurorpD. Gzorcr, Clydach Vale,Glam, Mason Sept 11 
Broapuurst, WaLTER 8t jon a on Sea, Fly P. 
S-pt 10 at 2.45 County Court Offices, 24, mahelioe 
ati2 Off Rec, 1 
Cray, Witiram, Matloc a ek. Poly Beer Dealer 
CiemEsHa, Exizisetu, M house r 
Sept 11 at 1z 30 mi, Maroete, Board _ 
Rec, 4, Castle pl, —_ i ag 
CoLiersox, JonN Younes, H  Bulider Sept 10 at 
rd, Hastings 
CoLiins, Yoo Waleall, Cycle Manuf 
atil Off Rec, Wolverhsmoton 
ConyeLt, Naruan, Bradford, Yarn Finisher Sept 10 at 11 
Off Rec, 81, Manor row, Bradford 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Man 
Frost, E:xis, Sheffield, _ Orde Saker Sept 11 at 12 Off 
Harris, ISaBeuia, » Sherine nee Do Mon, ppt Sates Sept 10 
Harceeaves, WILLIAM Tuonss, 
ll at12 Bangruptcy bidgs Varey s 
Proprietor Sept 11 at 11 1974, Corporation st, 
Birmi 
EK J Potter Hill, rgnemiala Banksman 
om ost, r Hill, or 
Sept 10at10,30 Off Rec, Regent st, 


MircHe.t, Stoney, Sheffield, Carter Sept llat 1230 Of 
Re Sheffield 


% lo, 

Morais, Joun, Pwilheli, ‘arnarvon, Shopkeeper Sept 12 
atil Sporteman Hotel, Portmandoc 

wey Pe Hu stanton, Builder Sept 12 at 3 Court 


King’s Lynn 
NowE.t, Nicnouas Ramsgate r Sept 11 at 
10,90 Off Reo, 68, Castle st aat-rbury 
Owen, WILLIAM, Btconwyafi, Gam, Collier Sept 10 at 12 


Off tec, 81 

Paturr Joux anamn 4 West Bromwich, Tailor Sept 
lgatil 1°4, Corporation st, Birming! 

Perkin, Coantes Leek, staffs Sept 10 at 230 Off Rec, 
23, Kiog Edward st, ” Macclesfield 

Price, Samug. Onions, West Hromwich, Painter Sept 12 
at i2 174. Corporation st, Birmingham 

Rossixs, Jaues Novy, Barry, Glam, Stonemason Sept 11 
atil2 Off Ree, 117. 8t Mary st, Cardiff 

Rosgenstravcn, Aaron, Gt Ca Castle st, Insurance Agent 
Sept10 «tilt Bankruptcy bidgs, st 

SHareatt, Epwarp, Windsor, Butcher rae i 12 at 12 
Messrs Herbert & Son. 95, Peascod st, Windsor, Berks 

SHEPHERD, Emanven Brixham, Devon, Coal 

Sept 10 af11 6, Athenseum ter, th 

SuitH, Freperic Geratp, Rye, Sussex. Grocer’s tant 
Sept 11 at 9.30 Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 

iar Epwarp Basen, Se. Grocer Sept 11 at 10 


, 68, Castle si ary 
SrerHens, ALFRED, all, Chester, Farmer Sept 11 at 
Byrom st, Mancheater 
Swain, James F BE, Glastonbury, Wine Merchant Sept ll 
ati2 Off Rec, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Tuomas, Grirrita Grir¥itH, Harlech, Merioneth, nae 
Labourer sept 12 at 11.15 Sportsman Hotel, Port 





Haarzis, 


Tompson, ArTuur Nupp, and Octavius Frans Darvyes, 
Norwich, ‘Whitesmiths Sept 10 at 12 Off Rec, 8, 
King st. Norwich 

WatsHaw, Jonn Wriiuiam, Manchester Sept 11 at Il 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Wii.iams Tsxornitus, Barry, Glam, Grocer Sept 10 at3 
Off Rec, 117, st Mary st, Cardiff 

wee, Jou, Norwich, Bird Dealer Sept 10 at 1 Off 

8, 


King st, Norwich 
Wvart, Marrnew, Ramsgate, Army Captain Sept 11 at 
11 Off Rec, 68, Castie st, Canterbury 


ZUCKERMAN, Suassy, ‘Whitechapel rd, Furniture Dealer 
Sept 10at12 Bankruptcy b:dgs, Carey st 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Apams, Dayret, Mountain Aeh, — China Dealer 
Aberdare Pet Aug 30 Ord A 


— ide” gkin Dealer High 
Court Pet July 29 Ord aug 


. Apa Eveayor, and _ Lewis Fares, 
ep =, Boot Manufacturers Leicester Pet July 0 


Ord Aug 30 
CuILcorT, m .“y Biogen na keug Tailor Kingston, 
% Au Au 
ee ie : te Be — house Keeper 


Criemesua, EvizaBETH, 
Canterbury Pet Aug 30 Cord A 

CoLuins kya Derby, Publican Me Oey Pet Aug 31 

Oid A 


ConnELL, Warns, a Yaro Finisher Bradford 
Pet A 
Cooxe, ition, Congtston, Builder Macclesfield Pet 
Au 
Dav ain yen Ran hy Marbany, Yorks, Saddler Wakefield 


Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug 3 
Exvxixs, ALrrep, Sutton, Seni, Builder Croydon Pe 


Bensamin, IsaporeE, 


May 24 Ord July 12 
ro Ay SeTH, Newton le Willows, Lancs, Licensed 
icvualler Warrington Pet J uly 19 19 Ord Aug 31 
Jongs, Jonny Wa.ker, Uriccieth, Carnarvons, Photographer 


rtmadoc Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 
Kinsgy, Tuomas Evay. me Sats, Farm 
Bailiff ‘Newtown Pet Aug 2. Ord 
Lawson, JoserH Brown, Whi 
ber Newcastle on Tyne Pet ‘Aug 80 Ord Aug 30 
ae — Maizteten 1 a= fg 3 
Ashton uader Lyne Aug 
Maes. one & Midgley, nr Halifax, Farmer Halifax 
Au Aug 30 
Moony, eae, » eae Cycle Manufacturer Bristol Pet 
Augi9 On 
Noncorr, Curanivn Cann, Brighton Brighton Pet Aug 
29 Ord Aug 29 
PEARSALL ass + Glos, Farmer Bristol Pet 
Aug 
ee Rainford, 1 Liverpool Pet Aug 
21 O.d@ Aug 30 
Rosryson, er Sahat, Tailor Tunbridge Wells 
Pet Ord Aug 30 
Rowe, foeu, Rishton, Lancs, Draper Blackburn Pet 


Aug30 Ord Aug 30 
Scott, Maup Serum. Dray Ont aug 3 Bouth Kensington 
High Court Pet June 11 


—— JOSEPH, atte - all, “oui, 8 Schoolmastet 
r 
iverhampton ug a ug 29 - 


Turner, Henry Lay eer —g Wals 
* Nottingham Nottingham Pet Aug 5! 


Pet July 23 Ord Aug 
Worn: Hs 
Wise Jom fi Bronano Rhyl, F.iate, + cane Travellet 
h Co’ et Junel Ord aug 29 
WiiiaMs, Tunoomitcs 18, >» Glam, Grocer Cardiff Pet 
Augil rd Ai 
Wesedeeun, Crapa Louisa, Amburst rd, Hackney, Mantle 
Maker HighCourt Pet July1 Ord Aug 31 
Amended ue substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of July 23: 
Wriacurt, Warren Normanton, Butcher Derby Pet July 
19 Ord July 19 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug 20: 
ay J wae Wimbledon, Draper Surrey 








SrraTiume, Evwarp a D Grocer Canterb 
Pet Aug 2? Ord Aug 27” - - 


Bigh Court Pet June 21 
Wotr, fam I ‘Soho st, Jeweller High Uourt Pet Aug 3 
Ord aug 
at 2 196, High st, Merthyr Tydfll 
ietor 
road, Hastings 
Bugrorp, C, & Co a Seiler wast Manufacturers Sept 11 
Sept 10 at 12 Off Reo, 47, Fall st, 
terbury 
ear Samvugt Ervest, Sutton on Sea Bept 10 at 2.30 
215 County Court Ottices, 24, 
acturer Sept 13 
Exuis, WaLTer, Manchester, 8! Semana Sept 11 at 2.30 
Rec, Figtree 
at 12 135, High st, M 
petend Heath Sept 
Homer Josxrn, alias WiL11AM Hows, Birmingham, Cab 
ing 
oer: ~~ ba may Portmadoc, Tobac:onist Sept 12 at 
1 80 ortmadoc 
Lirtox, Sixposia Jang, ‘Bria, rose Sept 11 at 11.90 
Off Ree, Baldwin st, 





et Aug 7 Ord Aug 17 





Sept. 7, 1901. 


Matt, Ewrty, South don llat 12 Off Rec, 
Castle st, betes ~~ y- 
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